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Ag['iCIIItlll.‘e George H. Ryan, Governor - Joe Hampton, Director

Bureau of Land and Water Resources
State Fairgrounds » PO, Box 1928] « Springticld, 11, 62794-0281 » 217/782-6207 « TDD 217/524-6858 « Fox 217/557-0993

April 25, 2002

Mr. Roger Rocke, District Engineer
Hlincis Department of Transportation
Division of Highways/District 2

819 Depot Avenue

Dixon, lilinois 61021-3548

Re: FAP Route 301 (US Route 20), Freeport to Galena

Section 43-1, -2, -3, -4, -5, & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties, lllinois

Federal Highway Administration Funds
Dear Mr, Rocke:
Enclosed is the USDA NRCS Form AD-1006 for the US 20 Improvement
between Freeport to Galena. One copy is to be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement; the other copy is for your files.
The lllinois Department of Agriculture will submit additional comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, which is to be released in the near
future.

Sincerely,

\%w/;;,,’}j@

Steve Frank, Chief
Bureau of Land and Water Resources

Enclosures
SF:JH:TS

cc: Agency Project File
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

Daste Of Land Evaluation Request

PART | [To be completed by Federal Agency)

Name Of Project FH p ‘ﬁ)Ou-f'e 30 l ( uf) ZO) Federaf Agency Involved FH WYH

Proposed Land Use County And State
Highway Jo Daujess <t StephewsonT
PART Ii (To bé completed by SC5) Dote Request Received By SCS 7-31- 0]
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide cor local important farmland? - Yes No |Acres Irrigated |Average Farm Size
(If.no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). X. 4. = 5—)
Major Cropfs) Farmabie Land In Gowvt, Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defmed in FPPA
- . e i ‘ Acres: 2 q®55 -530% 77 Acres: 27 G,?S' 1?00% ?/
Narne Of Land Evaluatlon System Used .- | Name Of Local Site Assesdment System Date Land Evaluatlon :
CSTlip ol s e - |- Stafewide. . b
RN
PART Il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Sire s T e Z S
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 2059, .g_ 52.912801.9 |Z8L55.5
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site 2657; ZbSqu 2861 ? ip55.5
PART'I\‘l"t‘ﬁ-‘b".ﬁé"r':brr‘i'b;’éfé“é‘flﬁ}}'scsy'L'arid Evaluation Information o St - 'ff‘:""
A. Total Acres Prime And-Unigue Farmland 320.8 1 842.D: 833 Z dOE. &
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland [77¢2 110%7.1 1369.0 |13%(.8
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted | D, 80D ?é 0:009&| O:0f 0. Ql
D. Percentage Of Farmlznd In Govt; Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 20, 28,0, /8;5 4 ]8: 5
PART V (To be completed.by SCS) - Land Evaluation Criterion o* X LS q9. e JDZ FE)
. Relative Value.of Farm!and To Be Converted {Sealeof Gto- i&ei'gomts) .4,51‘1’-18 e —? ,é?‘,q' o _6—87_6 2
PART V] {To be completed by Federai Agemy} Maximum
Site Assessrnent Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use N 7
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 7~ P PN I N A . . N\
3. Percent OF Site Being Farmed " [ =SCC jdTaciaq {CLINTILS
4. Protection Provided By Stat%d Local Government [ . PN, 4
5. Distance From Urban MJp Area ] [,ZS T CEA EF LV AVS
6. Distance To Urban}(pport Services 7
7. Size Of Present Parm Unit Compared To Average /
8. Creation OfAdonfarmable Farmland
9. Availabi*ﬁy Of Farm Support Services
10. Olngé’m Investments
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS X 15D 458
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) ['50 55 Cfg (iq /D 2 j02
Total Site Ass t (From Part VI above or a local
site assessmen?fsmen f A [5D| 486 137 I. 1} ! 2—3 [ 32~
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 fines) X 3o | -2 235 210 231 23 (/‘
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

Date Of Selection CO 5 4«;} %
- Y—tl-d = '!"Qﬁ'& -}

Site Selected:

Reason For Selectior .

X When u%’:lizmg the State $ife ﬂssessmew Coyridor Factors, 50D
PoinNts ave assigued +o the Lawd EUa.IuahoN(EE) ovHion, and
{50 IOo:NJ-S ave 0.55:3!«!6(1 o the Site Assessmend (5}%) Forho,\) Foy
a maximum OF 300 Poir#s.

(Ses Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (10-83)
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FAP Route 301 (US Route 20), Freeport to Galena
Section 43-1, -2, -3, -4, -5 & 1771

Jo Daviess and Stephenson Counties, lllinois

Federa! Highway Administration Funds

PART VI-B Maximum
lllinois Site Assessment CORRIGOR Factors Points Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4
1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required 30 30 30 30 30
2. Location of the Proposed Alignment 30 29 28 30 29
3. Acres of Off-site Agricultural Land Required for Borrow Materials 15 15 15 15 15
4. Acres of Prime and Important Farmland Required for Mitigation 15 15 15 15 - 15
5. Creation of Severed Farm Parcels 10 10 2 4 4
6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnants 10 8 1 S 10
7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels 10 6 4 8 8
B. Creation of Adverse Travel 10 9 4 1 3
9. Relocations of Rural Residences and Farm Buildings 10 5 1 7 8
10. Ulilization ~* Minimum Design Standards 10 10 10 10 - 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT CORRIDOR POINTS 150 137 111 129 132
PART Vil
Relative Value of Farmland 150 98 99 102 102
Total Site Assessment CORRIDOR Factors 150 137 111 129 132
300 235 210 231 234

TOTAL ILLINOIS LESA POINTS

042502

TS
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION

IMPACT RATING 2 F 3

PART | {To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date OF Land Evaluatian Hequest

Narrie Of Project

FRP Rouwre 30 (us 20)

Federal Apency Involved FHWY H

Propesed tand Use

/'fzqhway

County And State

Jo Dav:_ <55+ Sleph cu:'og.g

] Date R

PART II

Bquest Hece:ved By SCS 3} — Dl

Does the site contain prime;, unique, statewnde or.focal | |mportant farmland?

{if no; rhe FPPA does not apply ! do not. complete additional parrs of 1his fofm)'

Acres ir:;igated Averagg F_ahrm_sze

Major Crop(s)

.| Acres:
N me Of Loca‘i

Rt

. Aliernative Site Hating B

PART Il {To be completed by Federal Agency}

Site g 5 Site @ 6_ Site @

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

2181.61278].2 (77

B. Total Acres To Be Converted indirectly

C. Total Acres In Srte

12787, 6

2181z

‘:Land Evaluatlon fnformatlon‘.' o

Total Acres Prime And Umque Farmland

Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmlzand

7 1316.5°;

Percentage Of Farmland fn County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted

0:0]

Percentage Of Farmland fn Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher.Relative Value

/6.-5’

PART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion x* X L5
" Helative. Value OFf Fariland To Be Converted {Scale 6f0to 1«90Pomrs}

l)u

Maximum
Points

~ oA -

CART Vi T be compieied oy Fegeral Agency)
Site Assessment Criteria [These criteria are explained in 7 CER 658,

1o}

e

. Area In Nonurban Use

. Perimeter In Nonurban Use /

. Percent Of Site Being Farmed )

Protection Provided By State Ap.d/l_ocal Government

. Distance From Urban BuiltypArea

LES

3

/
[ IL1

. Distange To Urban Suppeft Services

. Size Of Present FarpOnit Compared To Average

ey, |

Creation Of Noﬁmabl_e Farmland

¢

olo|~o|o|sw[r |-

. AvailabilityQ(Farm Support Services

10. On- Farnyl/vestments

i1, Effeg(Of Conversion On Farm Support Services

12. C,oﬁ',lpatlbillty With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS * ISH

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency)

150

Relative Value Of Farmland {From Part V)

oz 02| (v oz

Total Site Assefsment {From Part VI above or s local 460

site assessment

¥ /so

120 {3] 1

(24

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 fines) 255

* 300

22¢

22% 233 | 220

Site Selected: If)ate Of Selection

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

| Stntv e Cov ¥ &

‘/‘

Reason For Selection:
X Whew Ol Bng
are 4ssignad

b i Site Assessmend (54 prfion fir-

;ﬁu.sﬁﬁ&_sfﬁ;ﬁﬂxsﬁ

b fur Land Brlustion (LE)
A MaNsMum TD?’R/( 9(4 SOOToamT

C’@fr’“&:(o-v‘ (50 OmT:S
ﬁw’f\ammcf, /S‘o )oomf’s

IQas Instentinne nn roverce side)

Form AD-1006 {10-83}1



FAP Route 301 (US Route 20), Freeport to Galena
Section 43-1, -2, -3, -4, -5 & 177~1

Jo Daviess and Stephenson Counties, lllinois

Federal Highway Administration Funds

PART VI-B Maximum
iliinois Site Assessment CORRIDOR Factors Points Site 5 Site 6 Site 7 Site 8
1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required 30 30 30 30 30
2. Localion of the Proposed Alignment 30 29 29 29 29
3. Acres of Off-site Agricuitural Land Required for Borrow Materials 15 15 15 15 15
4, Acres of Prime and Important Farmland Required for Mitigation 15 15 16 15 15
5. Creation of Severed Farm Parcels 10 8 8 5 6
6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnants 10 8 9 5 7
7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels 10 3 3 2 1
8. Creation of Adverse Travel 10 5 8 5 7
9. Relocations of Rural Residences and Farm Buildings 10 3 4 2 ; 6
10. Utilization of Minimurmn Design Standards 10 10 10 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT CORRIDOR POINTS 150 126 131 118 126
PART Vil
Relative Value of Farmiand 150 102 102 102 102
Total Siie Assessment CORRIDOR Factors 150 126 131 118. 126
300 228 233 220 228

TOTAL ILLINOIS LESA POINTS

042602
TS

~t
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FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

U.S. Department of Agriculture

3

OF 3

PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

Name OF Praject F}q P 1?0(4”'& 20

!

(us 2p)

Federal Agency Involved FHWV H

Praposed | and Use l_{-qh Way

Coun n ate
Ao Dw:&ss + 51‘&?%9;\1501\7’ LL

K To be: complered by 5CS)..,

.| Date Request Received By SCS

L F=3)-0]

Does_the site contain prime, unique, statewade or, Iocal important farmland?

(if. ﬁa rhe FPPA does: nor appiy do not. camplete additional paris of this-form). ..

Yes

No

K. .0

Acres I,rngated

372

Average Farm S|ze

Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

MajOf Crop{s}

Farmable Land In°Govt, Jurisdiction

Acres: 2G. 635 50 % ?7

.| Acres::

427,695,900 %?

" Namg.D Land Evaluaticn System U'sed

Coym, - SOYbean/S Wheat- Hay

Narne Of LocaI‘Srta As-fessment System

=

N Date Land Evalt

ign Meturned By

SCS

Q) [

PART Il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Se @ glt::maftig_ Site i?:;n'g 71 Se# 72
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 2765.9| 269/ 6 £2579.8 | £2573.7
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C._TowlAcresinSite ________ 27651269 6(2579.8 |25 13,1
PART IV {70 bé'completsd by SCS)- Land Evaluation information IR il S o
A’ Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmiand HO6.1 | BES, B 85’4, 8 3 [, ‘f
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local mportant Farmland [12724.3 2.0 g A
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted | @O f ?_ «
D. Percentage:Of Farmland In Govt: Jurisdiction Wifh Same Qr Higher Relative Valug [ g, .
PART V (To be cornpleted-by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion % X fi & ‘ ’02.
] * Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted [Scale of O to l.Qe'Pomts} -6?.‘?‘ -
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) T Meximum
Site Assessment Criteria {These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b)} Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use .
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use / - T ; \
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed - [ O el dlalied \
4. Protection Provided By State And LocgkGovernment / ) .
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Arga”” | [L L NOIS TLESA
6. Distance To Urban Support SefVices - ; M,
7. Size Of Present Farm UpCompared To Average (’m.ﬂ 'pr‘! D2 'ﬁi M.ZBV‘- /
B. Creation Of Nonfarm@ble Farmland b ] /
9. Awvailability O%m Support Services '
10. On-Farm Jﬁﬁstments N
11. Effec}s’df Conversion On Farm Support Services
12. Qe'ﬁpatibility With Existing Agricultural Use
?(fAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS X |80 -85
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) *150] e 102 o2 1O2- jO2-
Total Site Assessment (From Part Vil above or a lacal
site ?':'sseissmentj % i50 4665 152 | 7—")" [ 2§ 130
TOTAL POINTS fTotal of above 2 lines} K 300 258 2 ‘7>L’L 22 b -22?- 2% 2

Site Selected:

Date Of Selection

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

Zeagan For Seleciion

stare Gie. ooy

When Using the State Site Assessment Covridor Factors, /50
700”\,4_5 a<e a_«,s,%yed to the Lond Evaluations (Z.E) Fovhoru and 156
Points axe assigned fo the site Assessment (SR) Porken) For a

maximum scove 0f 300

points

{See Instructions on reverse side)

Form AD-1006 {10-B3):
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FAP Route 301 (US Route 20), Freeport to Galena
Section 431, -2, -3, -4, -5 & 177-1

Jo Daviess and Stephenson Counties, lllinois

Federal Highway Administration Funds

PART VI-B Maximum
INinois Site Assessment CORRIDOR Factors Points Site 9 Site 10  Site 11  Site 12
1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required 30 30 30 30 30
2. Location of the Proposed Alignment 30 29 29 27 27
3, Acres of Off-site Agricultural Land Required for Borrow Materials 15 15 15 15 15
4, Acres of Prime and Imporiant Farmland Required for Mitigation 15 15 15 15 15
5. Creation of Severed Farm Parcels 10 9 7 1 3
6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnants 10 6 4 2 3
7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels 10 6 4 9 10
. B. Creation of Adverse Travel 10 ] 6 8 10
9. Relocations of Rural Residences and Farm Buildings 10 6 4 10 9
10. Ufilization of Minimum Design Standards 10 10 10 8 8
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT CORRIDOR POINTS 150 132 124 125 130
PART VIi
Relative Value of Farmland 150 102 102 102 102
Total Site.Assessment CORRIDOR Factors 150 132 124 125 130
300 234 226 227 232

TOTAL ILLINOIS LESA POINTS

042502
TS

Go to page 8
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